REMARKS 

Claims 1-28 and 35 are now pending in the application. Claims 1, 7, 8 and 35 
have been amended based on the Examiner's suggestions. Support for the 
amendments can be found throughout the application as originally filed and therefore no 
new matter has been added. The Office is respectfully requested to reconsider and 
withdraw the objections and rejections in view of the amendments and remarks 
contained herein. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Applicant gratefully notes the allowance of Claims 10, 11 and 13-28. Applicant 
has amended Claim 7 and has not amended Claim 10. Applicant, however, has 
amended Claim 8 (as well as Claims 1 , 7 and 35) based on the suggestions of the 
Examiner and, therefore, Claim 10 should be in condition for allowance. 

Contact with the Examiner 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for courtesies extended during a telephonic 
conversation on May 30, 2007 between Joshua B. Dobrowitsky, Reg. No. 51, 288 and 
the Examiner. The independent claims in general were discussed along with the 
Examiner's indication of allowable subject matter. No formal agreements were reached. 
The Examiner indicated that he would be in contact if the amendments to the claims 
were not in the spirit of his suggestions. 
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Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. § 102 

Claims 1-9 and 12 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated 
by WIPO Publication WO 01/78614 A1 Blunn (hereinafter Blunn). Claims 1, 2, 4, 12 
and 35 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Kotz et al. (U.S. 
Pat. No. 5,326,360 hereinafter Kotz). These rejections are respectfully traversed. 

Applicant has amended Claims 1, 7, 8 and 35 based on the Examiner's 
suggestions and respectfully submits that Claims 1, 7, 8 and 35 contain allowable 
subject matter. For at least these reasons, Applicant respectfully submits that the 
amended claims are neither anticipated nor rendered obvious by Blunn, Kotz and any of 
the other references of record, alone or in combination. Claims 2-6 depend from Claim 
1 and Claim 9 depends on Claim 8 and therefore these dependent claims should be in 
condition for allowance for at least the above reasons. 
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Conclusion 

It is believed that all of the stated grounds of rejection have been properly 
traversed. Applicant therefore respectfully requests that the Office reconsider and 
withdraw all presently outstanding rejections. It is believed that a full and complete 
response has been made to the outstanding Office Action and the present application is 
in condition for allowance. Thus, prompt and favorable consideration of this 
amendment is respectfully requested. If the Examiner believes that personal 
communication will expedite prosecution of this application, the Examiner is always 
invited to telephone the undersigned at (248) 641-1600. 



Harness, Dickey & Pierce, P.L.C. 
P.O. Box 828 

Bloomfield Hills, Michigan 48303 
(248) 641-1600 

[RWW/JBD] 



Respectfully submitted, 





Richard W. Warner 
Reg. No. 38,043 
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